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BAR BRIEFS

The August Journal of the American Bar Association has a very
exhaustive review of the Supreme Court decision, which should be
studied as well as read.
Several criticisms that we have seen are of a most virulent type,
transgressing the limits of legitimate discussion, we believe.
In view of the fact that the Court stood five to four on the subject,
it may be acknowledged that there is ample justification for a difference of opinion among laymen as well as lawyers. That difference of
opinion, we feel, may even take the form of argumentation, bordering
on contention. That it should take the form of bitter, vitriolic, captious,
carping criticism in certain religious and quasi-religious journals does
not speak well for the tolerance of Christian practice as compared with
its teaching. Hard as it may be, at times, we should try to remain sane
in our critical analyses.
We quote two paragraphs from The Christian Century (June 10,
1931) :
"We refuse to accept the Constitution as interpreted by this
decision of the Supreme Court. Our conscience is not for sale. We
give to no government the power to conscript our religion. We refuse
to bow down and worship the State. We refuse to bear arms or to
aid in any way a war which we believe contrary to the will of God.
"This may be treason-it is not for us to say. But if it be treason,
let the defenders of tyranny make the most of it !"
RED FLAG STATUTES
In Stromberg vs. California, 51 Sup. Ct. Rep. 532, the Supreme
Court of the United States construed the California "red flag" statute,
under which it is made a felony to display a red flag "as a sign, symbol
or emblem of opposition to organized government" or "as an invitation
or stimulus to anarchistic action" or "as an aid to propaganda of a
seditious character." The first clause was held invalid under the 14th
Amendment to the Constitution, and conviction "which may have rested
upon that clause exclusively, must be set aside." It appears, therefore,
from the decision that no matter what the known designs and purposes
of anarchists and communists may be, nor what effect the display of a
red flag may have upon those who know the designs and purposes of
these groups, peaceful and orderly opposition to government by legal
means is not to be suppressed in this country. While the opinion of
the Chief Justice makes a sound and sensible distinction, it will require
an increase of vigilance on the part of patriotic citizens to counteract
the bad effects that are bound to result from the decision. The true
doctrine of the "red flag" party is still "the indispensability of a desperate, bloody, destructive war as the immediate task," and the show
of peaceful, legal opposition is contradicted by many known facts and
factors.
A LAWYER PAINTS HIS PICTURE
In the Law Society Journal for November, 1930, and February,
1931, we find an interesting word picture of the legal profession,
painted by a practitioner. At the risk of making his artistry look like
mere "daubs" we reproduce portions of the picture here.
"It is fair to say that there is neither rhyme nor reason in the
usual lawyer's bill and that the public is justified in screaming stridently
because though the figures may be right the demonstration is almost

